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army made up of short-term recruits'; but they were 'unable to
give precise indication with regard to the quality and quantity of
material required by this new army until the actual conditions laid
down in the convention regarding material5 were 'known'. The
British plan, it was pointed out, dealt with 'three distinct categories
of land weapons: (1) arms to be absolutely prohibited in the future;
(2) arms to be limited quantitatively; (3) arms to be authorized to
the Powers without any limitation whatsoever'.
With regard to the first category, Germany was 'prepared to
accept any prohibition of any weapon whatever, provided that this
prohibition be applied generally. Further, Germany5 was 'prepared
to give up all kinds of weapons owned at the present time by the
armed nations on condition (1) that these nations undertake to
destroy these weapons in a given period, which should not exceed
the period of the convention; (2) that the use of these weapons be
prohibited in the future'.
With regard to the second category, the British plan provided
that certain kinds of weapons would 'be limited qualitatively and
quantitatively. The Government of the Reich3 were 'anxious to
know as soon as possible how these weapons' would 'be defined, and
what' would£ be the quantitative limits imposed. By the application of
the principle of equality of rights, Germany should be authorized from
the beginning of the application of the convention to possess certain
kinds of weapons which the other Powers' would' be authorized to keep
in specified numbers. The only point remaining for discussion' was 'the
exact number of weapons in this category to be allowed to Germany'.
'With regard to the third category (weapons to be limited neither
quantitatively nor qualitatively) the Government of the Reich'
estimated that there would be 'no question of any limitation for Ger-
many so long as no limitation' was 'laid down for the other Powers',
It will be seen that the German Government categorically rejected
the idea of a 'trial period' on the lines discussed in Paris and at
Geneva. In regard to the demand for 'prototypes', they refrained
from asking for samples of any armaments the ultimate destruction
of which might be agreed upon, but their reference to the defensive
category of weapons, limited numbers of which were to be retained
permanently, could be interpreted in the sense that they were
demanding, not 'samples' of such weapons, but immediate quanti-
tative equality.
It has been mentioned that these German proposals had not been
communicated direct to the French Government and there was no
reference to them in a speech which Monsieur Daladier delivered at

